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It is now well known that about twenty 
years ago an important public statement 
was made by an official of the Institute of 
Mathematical Statistics concerning the 
mathematics used in the ESP investiga- 
tions. Very few people know the whole 
story, however, and there is much vague- 
ness as to just what actually was repre- 
sented by this statement. It is time a 
record should be made of what is known 
about it, for it seems to have been one 
of the more decisive events in the history 
of parapsychology, at least in this country. 

However, to understand the event, its 
orgins, and its significance, a few in- 
troductory remarks about the setting are 
necessary. By the fall of 1937, reaction 
to the ESP investigations initiated at 
Duke was approaching something of a 
climax. In the first major wave of criti- 
cal attention to ESP, the attacks were 
concentrated on the statistical methods. 
These statistical criticisms were, it is 
true, not offered by mathematicians; 
rather, they came almost entirely from 
psychologists. Even the Scientific Month- 
ly, which had invited and had given 
wide currency to the most vigorous of 
these attacks on the mathematics, was then 
edited by a psychologist, Dr. McKeen 
Cattell, and the article was written by 
another, Dr. Chester E. Kellogg. 

Many mathematicians, on the other 
hand, had for several years taken an active 
interest in the methods of evaluation used 
by ESP investigators. A number of ex- 
perts in the field of probability had visited 
the Laboratory at Duke and several had 
given active counsel on the special prob- 
lems confronting the research workers 
in ESP. The late Professor Edward 
V. Huntington of Harvard had been per- 
haps the most interested and helpful. 


Professor Huntington and the Press Release on the 
Statistics of ESP 


Such was the background when the 
Institute of Mathematical Statistics met 
in Indianapolis late in December of 1937. 
There were indications from the program 
and from other sources that the statistical 
methods used in ESP investigations were 
to be a topic of discussion. On the eve- 
ning of December 30, at the close of the 
formal program, a group of members who 
were interested in the ESP controversy 
met informally under the leadership of 
Professor Huntington to consider wheth- 
er some group action ought to be taken 
to clarify the confusion prevailing over 
the techniques of evaluation used in ESP 
research. No record or minutes of the 
meeting are available, nor even the num- 
ber of persons who attended the meeting 
recorded, but the final action taken is 
now one of the best known events in 
parapsychology. 

Following discussion, this group author- 
ized one of its members, Professor Bur- 
ton H. Camp, newly elected President 
of the Institute, to issue a press release 
to read as follows: 

Dr. Rhine’s investigations have two 
aspects: experimental and _ statistical. 
On the experimental side mathema- 
ticians, of course, have nothing to say. 
On the statistical side, however, re- 
cent mathematical work has established 
the fact that, assuming that the ex- 
periments have been properly per- 
formed, the statistical analysis is 
essentially valid. If the Rhine investi- 
gation is to be fairly attacked, it must 
be on other than mathematical 
grounds. 

(signed) Burton H. Camp, President, 

Institute of Mathematical Statistics 

Coming, as this statement did, over the 
name of the President of the Institute of 


Mathematical Statistics, it had for many 
readers all the authoritative impact of a 
Supreme Court decision so far as the con- 
troversy over the propriety of the statisti- 
cal methods used in ESP research was 
concerned. From that time on and con- 
tinuing through to the present day, Ameri- 
can statisticians have taken no serious 
issue with parapsychologists. On the 
contrary, there has been a great deal of 
important aid generously and competently 
rendered (best exemplified, perhaps, in the 
roles Dr. T. N. E. Greville and Dr. J. A. 
Greenwood have played as statistical edi- 
tors of the Journal of Parapsychology). 
In fact, the only subsequent attacks by 
mathematicians in this country were made 
by two European statisticians who emi- 
grated to the U. S. A. long after the 
release by Professor Camp, and who gave 
evidence of lacking the background of 
acquaintance with parapsychology their 
American colleagues had acquired in the 
thirties. With these exceptions, the fair- 
minded action of the group of I.M.S. 
members at Indianapolis characterizes 
the relation of mathematicians to para- 
psychology on this side of the Atlantic. 

The question has been raised on occa- 
sion as to just how official the statement 
released by Professor Camp really was. 
Actually, no question about it could be 
less important today, either from the 
point of view of its genuine historic 
value or from that of its intrinsic ac- 
curacy; but there is a technical point 
that can legitimately be raised. Fortu- 
nately, it can also be clarified, although 
no one has undertaken to clear it for the 
published record hitherto. 

There is no doubt, first, that Professor 
Camp released his statement as that of 
the President of the Institute of Mathe- 
matical Statistics. Of course, he did not 
say, and could not have said, that it was 
issued on the authority of the Board 
of Directors or was the result of a formal 
vote of the membership of the Institute. 
But in any case, professional societies 
should not be expected to make authorita- 
tive disposition of issues of this nature 
(questions of fact) by official vote. The 
authority behind the release was stated 


by Professor Huntington. In a letter 
written to Science Service, Washington, 
on January 10, 1938, referring to the 
release by Professor Camp, he said: “This 
statement . . . presents, as far as can 
be ascertained, the precise views of all 
the mathematical statisticians who have 
interestect themselves in this question.” 

But, official or unofficial, Professor 
Camp’s action was, in a very important 
sense, exceptional. It may, in fact, be 
unique in the history of science for a 
group of wholly disinterested scientists of 
one field to have taken on their own initia- 
tive so generous an action on behalf of 
another branch of inquiry—and especial- 
ly on behalf of one so small and un- 
recognized as parapsychology. Obviously 
the President of the Institute and the 
group he represented could not have 
issued this release without the confidence 
that they would have the backing of the 
profession. But it was a brave step 
nonetheless to make so forthright a public 
statement on behalf of what was mani- 
festly the unpopular side of the contro- 
versy (at least among professional scien- 
tists). 

There is another viewpoint on the 
matter. The release, of course, had to be 
accurate or it would not have carried 
significance. Scientists would not have 
regarded the statement as true just be- 
cause Professor Camp, with all his official 
capacity, released it; rather, it must be 
supposed that Dr. Camp was able to give 
it his authority because he knew it was 
true. That is the nub of the matter, and 
the only really important point of it all. 
Throughout the years of heated discussion 
over ESP that followed, Professor Camp 
was not required to withdraw or amend 
his release. Rather, his position was 
supported by Professor Huntington, who 
had, after visiting the Duke Laboratory 
for an investigation of its methods, 
written articles, botn technical and 
general, dealing with the mathematics 
basic to the ESP research. (His article 
in the American Scholar for the winter 
quarter of 1938 may be read today with 
pleasure and profit.) 

To repeat, then: the Camp release has 


carried the great weight ‘it has through 
the years not because it was an official 
statement but simply because it was, as 
its authors well knew, a true statement, 
and the truth has continued to sustain 
it. But let it always be remembered by 
students of parapsychology of whatever 
generation that it was a truth the utter- 
ance of which at the time called for a high 
sense of fair play and courage so far 
beyond any mere lines of duty as to merit 
our deepest respect and gratitude to those 
concerned—most of all to the one most 
concerned—a man whose distinction in 
science was but one of his many qualities 
of greatness, the late Professor Edward 
V. Huntington. 


New Developments Abroad 

It is always of interest to most stu- 
dents of parapsychology to learn of re- 
search activities in countries, localities, 
and especially universities where none 
have been found before. At the Universi- 
ty of Liverpool ESP experiments have 
been carried on recently under the joint 
supervision of a psychologist, Mrs. 
Pamela M. Huby, and a pharmacologist, 
Dr. Cedric W. N. Wilson, to compare the 
effects of certain drugs on the scoring 
rate of subjects. The results are at 
present in the process of analysis, as was 
first revealed in an unauthorized news- 
paper release. 

Mr. Soji Otani, a psychology instructor 
at the Defense Academy of Japan, has 
already published a report on ESP re- 
search with himself as the subject. More 
recently he has conducted ESP tests on 
the students of the Academy and is now 
making an analysis of the test scores in 
relation to certain personality and attitude 
measurements also administered. 

In the Department of Biophysics at the 
University of: Tasmania (at Hobart) re- 
search on PK has been conducted in recent 
years and with novel testing techniques. 
The initiative was that of Professor Mc- 
Aulay, who devised a PK test based on 
the use of a microbalance. Under the 
direction of Professor McAulay and Mr. 
B. H. Scott, Mr. J. Keil, a senior student, 
conducted one series of PK tests using 
the microbalance technique and another 


which involved the attempt to influence 
the time taken by a steel ball to roll 
between two points. The special prob- 
lems of evaluating the test results have 
proved difficult and have delayed the re- 
port. 

There are also developments other than 
active experimentation that indicate grow- 
ing interest and progress. The South 
African Society for Psychical Research, 
centered mainly at the University of 
Witwatersrand in Johannesburg, has pub- 
lished a brochure under the title ‘“Para- 
psychology and Modern Science” consist- 
ing of three essays. Two of them are 
presidential addresses: “Problems of the 
Evidence in Parapsychology” by Dr. Alan 
Price and “Between Rationalism and 
Superstition” by Professor M. Valkhoff. 
The third is by a mathematical physicist, 
Dr. J. H. van der Merwe, and the title, 
“The Attitude of Science Toward the 
Facts of Psychic Research and the In- 
adequacy of Statistical Counter-Explana- 
tions of these Facts.” 

Correspondence with a young physical 
scientist of Czechoslovakia, who has long 
been a research worker in parapsychology, 
brings the information that it is now 
possible to pursue research and discus- 
sion of parapsychology and even to pub- 
lish articles on the subject in that country 
today, although there are many more 
who are interested in the subject than are 
yet willing to identify themselves openly 
with it. His correspondence encloses ac- 
counts of ESP test results obtained with 
hypnotized subjects and clippings of pub- 
lications on parapsychology. 

An institute for postgraduate research 
in parapsychology has recently been an- 
nounced in Sri Ganganagar, India. It is 
to be known as the Seth Sohan Lal 
Memorial Institute of Parapsychology. 
Its honorary director, Mr. H. N. Baner- 
jee, states the aims of the Institute to 
be a combination of research and educa- 
tion in the interest of parapsychology. 
Among the educational methods to be 
featured is the organization of parapsy- 
chological clubs under the auspices of the 
Institute. One of its immediate steps is 
the arrangement of a seminar for the 


organization of work in parapsychology in 
India. The seminar is to be held in 
November of this year under the auspices 
of the Departments of Philosophy and 
Psychology at Sagaur University in India. 

A visit from Dr. Prapan Bijaphala, a 
staff member of the school of Dentistry of 
Bangkok, and a member of the Thai 
Society for Psychical Research, brought 
the information that parapsychology is 
a subject of active interest in that country 
as well. Dr. Prapan’s own exploratory 
investigations have dealt with the opera- 
tion of ESP under the influence of hyp- 
nosis. 


ESP at the A. P. A. Convention 

While it was not the express title of any 
of the papers, the subject of parapsy- 
chology received considerable attention 
during the annual convention of the 
American Psychological Association in 
Washington (August 28-September 3). 
At least three speakers on the program 
made serious references to it in connec- 
tion with their topics, and others made 
passing mention of the subject in papers 
or discussion. Dr. Herbert Feigl, the 
Director of the Minnesota Center for 
Philosophy of Science, in an invited ad- 
dress to the' entire convention on the topic 
“Philosophical Embarrassments of Psy- 
chology,” referred to extrasensory per- 
ception as an example of objective 


research which uses methods comparable. 
to those applied to more familiar prob- 


lems. At another point in his lecture 
he stated that as an empiricist he had to 
take notice of parapsychology as offering 
data of potentially great importance for 
the mind-body problem, one of the old and 
persistent embarrassments of psychology. 
Dr. Gardner Murphy, Director of Re- 
search at Menninger Foundation, while 
speaking on the subject “Extrapolation 
vs. Emergence in the History of Psy- 
chology,” referred to the data of para- 
psychology as a body of new findings 
which seemed likely to have far-reaching 
practical consequences for psychology 
even before they have been assimilated 
through an adequate theory of their na- 


ture. Dr. J. G. Pratt read a research 
paper on “A Two-Direction Homing 
Experiment with Pigeons.” This covered 
work done in collaboration with Mr. H. 
G. Wallraff in Germany in September, 
1957. In the discussion of the paper the 
ESP hypothesis was offered as the only 
one that could account for the results 
which is supported by experimental evi- 
dence. 


New Books 
Under the title On the Trail of the 
Poltergeist, a new book by Dr. Nandor 
Fodior (New York: Citadel Press) offers 
a psychoanalytic study of the Thornton 
Heath case of “poltergeists” or alleged 
RSPK (recurrent spontaneous psycho- 
kinesis) which occurred twenty years ago 
in England. Dr. Fodor was Director of 
Research for the International Institute 
for Psychical Research (now discon- 
tinued) at the time and caused a con- 
siderable controversy when he showed 
more interest in a psychoanalytic study 
of the case than in the validation of its 
occurrences as parapsychical. The author 
tells in his introduction the story of 
Freud’s favorable reaction to the report. 
* 


In his  semi-autobiographical book, 
Beyond Human Knowledge, another 
psychoanalyst, Dr. Rudolf von Urban 
(New York: Pageant Press), one of 
Freud’s earlier disciples, tells of his own 
exceptional personal experiences of para- 
psychical character and unreservedly in- 
tegrates this aspect of experience with his 
psychological and medical reflections. 

* * * 


Two authors, Dr. Eric J. Dingwall and 
H. Trevor Hall, who combine experience 
in the art of conjuring with the study 
of the parapsychological borderland have 
written a critical analysis of certain out- 
standing cases of allegedly “haunted” 
people and places which have been 
represented as having parapsychical 
qualities. They offer the book, Four 
Modern Ghosts (London, ‘Gerald Duck- 
worth) as an aid to fellow-studénts. 
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